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35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is inoperable. 

Claim 8: Claim 8 defines a "modem internal or external of a browser". Since a browser 
is an element of software, a modem cannot literally be "internal" of the browser, although it can 
be external of the browser. Accordingly, the requirement for a modem "internal" to the browser 
defines an inoperable invention. It is noted that the claimed invention as described would be 
operable if this issue is clarified by additional amendment. 

Claim 9: Depends on claim 8. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Howard et al. 
(U.S. Patent 6,097,374) in view of Official Notice. 

Claim 6 : Reference is made to FIG. 2. The system if FIG. 2 is essentially a base station 
that includes a wireless keyboard and a video monitor (14). The base station can communicate 
with a first remote computer (not shown in FIGS. 1-2) via a modem (59---col. 11, lines 1-7). 
The first computer is at a first remote location. The base station, with its wireless keyboard and 
video monitor are at the second location. 
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The keyboard that is used at the base station (second location) is an optical wireless 
keyboard that forms the keyboard processing unit. The A/D converter (25) is an ASCII encoder 
since it encodes ASCII standard characters typed into the keyboard into digital data. The D/A 
converter (23) is a decoder since it decodes digital signals back into analog form. The wireless 
communicating device is the RF transmission system (33, 34, 36, 37, 28 — also col. 9, lines' 36- 
37) which is part of the optical keyboard. A modem (59 — col. 11, lines 1-7) exists to 
communicate with the first computer. 

Howard differs in that the base station does not incorporate a browser so that items 
displayed on the video monitor (14) are controlled by a browser. Howard also does not disclose 
the communications network as being the Internet. However, Examiner takes Official Notice that 
both browsers and the Internet itself were well and in worldwide use at the time of applicant's 
invention. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the base station of 
FIG. 2 of Howard to include browser software so as to permit selective display of data on the 
video monitor (14). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to deploy the 
Internet as the communication medium for communicating between the first computer and the 
base station since the Internet is both economical to use and widely available. 

Claim 7: Howard illustrates a video monitor (14) as part of the base station. No 
patentable distinction is found to exist between a "TV" and a "video monitor" since a television 
is in fact a video monitor. Howard further discloses an RF transmitter (34, also see col. 9, lines 
36-37) and modulator (33) in the keyboard processor. 
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Remarks 

Applicant's remarks have been considered. Claim 8 has been rejected under 35 USC 101 
due to an issue of operability. Claim 9 depends on claim 8. 

Claims 6-7 have not been amended, and thus the rejection applied from the previous 
office action of September 14, 2005 has been re-applied in this action. 

Applicant's arguments in reference to claims 6-7 are to the effect that optical keyboard of 
Howard is not at or part of the base station, and accordingly, the two devices cannot be recited as 
being at the same location (i.e. the second location). While this argument is fully understood, 
examiner does not agree with this conclusion. Examiner maintains that every element shown in 
FIG. 2 can be defined as being the second location, and that there is no logical prohibition to 
defining the optical keyboard as not being at the second location, merely because it is not 
integrated into the base station. If the requirement for a "second location" be that every element 
at that location be hard integrated together into a single unit, than applicant's own invention 
would not meet this test. For example, at applicant's. defined "second location" in claim 8, there 
are 8 separately defined elements, some of which are not even wired together. In claim 6, there 
are 6 seperately defined elements at the second location, some of which are not wired together. 
Accordingly, applicant's own invention does not define a single "second location". 

Examiner maintains that a given location may contain multiple elements, and that the 
reference to "first location" and "second location" are references to locations separated by the 
Internet network. The elements of the Howard reference define first and second locations in this 
manner. 

This action follows the filing of an RCE request and is made non-final. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Sam Rimell at 



telephone number (571) 272-4084. 
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